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Introduction {#sec1}
============

Macrophages play a pivotal role in the initiation, resolution, and persistence of inflammation ([@bib9], [@bib18], [@bib50]). Well-documented functions of macrophages include the production and secretion of cytokines and chemokines, phagocytosis of pathogens or dead/dying cells, and elaboration of extracellular matrix metalloproteinases ([@bib3], [@bib22], [@bib47], [@bib53], [@bib54]). In response to danger signals such as *E*. *coli* endotoxin (lipopolysaccharide, LPS), macrophages lay extracellular traps ([@bib11], [@bib44]) and produce extracellular vesicles (EVs) containing a variety bioactive molecules (e.g., proteins, carbohydrates, lipids, and nucleic acids) that can influence local inflammatory responses in tissue and lead to phenotypic change in target cells ([@bib13], [@bib23], [@bib34]). These observations provide evidence for a wide variety of mechanisms by which macrophages are able to sense changes in their surrounding microenvironment and have their signature functions amplified and coordinated.

With respect to EVs, four categories have been reported, including exosomes, microvesicles or microparticles, apoptotic bodies, and oncosomes ([@bib1], [@bib12]). All but oncosomes are produced by macrophages and are emerging as potentially consequential mediators in communications between macrophages and other cell types ([@bib29], [@bib57]). EVs produced by macrophages are small relative to the diameter of their parent cells, with sizes ranging from 50 to 100 nm for exosomes ([@bib5]), 200 to 1,000 nm for microvesicles ([@bib23]), and 1,000 to 5,000 nm for apoptotic bodies ([@bib57]). Recent studies, however, also provided evidence that EV classes of larger dimensions may also be released by human primary monocyte-derived dendritic cells ([@bib28]), with separation based on their enriched expression of tetraspanins such as CD63, CD81, or CD9. More recently, it has been shown that malignant cells can produce larger EVs or oncosomes (1--10 μm) that have an organized cytoskeleton and contain organelles ([@bib25]) or, in some cases, can be detected in the circulation of patients with cancer ([@bib49]). These findings suggest that larger classes of EVs might be produced by other cell types, including the macrophage.

Here we report a class of large EVs (10--30 μm) produced by human and mouse macrophage cell lines and primary human monocytes transformed to macrophages *ex vivo* and released in response to stimulation by LPS. We have named these EVs \"macrolets,\" since, as demonstrated below, they appear as large drop***[lets]{.ul}*** released from \"***[macro]{.ul}***phages\". Macrolets are distinguished from currently known extracellular traps and EVs based on their size, morphology, contents, and apparent mode of biogenesis. As has been reported for exosomes ([@bib28]), macrolets are enriched in tetraspanins CD63, CD81, and CD9; have an organized cytoskeletal structure, and contain organelles such as mitochondria, lysosomes, and secretory compartments. In response to LPS stimulation, macrolets produce cytokines such as interleukin-6 (IL-6) as well as interleukin-6 receptor (IL-6R). Moreover, we show that macrolets are capable of trapping microbes such as *E*. *coli*, in association with classic bactericidal functions such as vesicular acidification and production of reactive oxygen species. These findings offer insights into novel and potentially multifunctional vehicles by which individual macrophages may communicate with other cells and amplify its danger signals within a space of inflammation and healing.

Results {#sec2}
=======

Macrolets: Outsized Extracellular Vesicles Released by Macrophages in Response to *E*. *coli* Endotoxin (LPS) {#sec2.1}
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Under light microscopy, in both static images and in time-lapse imaging, we observed release of large EVs from human THP-1 macrophages after exposure to LPS (100 ng/mL, 4 h) as shown in [Figure 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"}A. They did not contain nuclei (i.e., were DAPI-negative). As shown in time-lapse recordings ([Videos S1](#mmc2){ref-type="supplementary-material"}A and [S1](#mmc3){ref-type="supplementary-material"}B) they first appeared as hyperdense droplets forming out of membrane and cytoplasm and, once extruded, rapidly expanded to form discoid particles. Based on these initial observations we named these outsized EVs \"macrolets,\" large cell drop*[lets]{.ul}* released from *[macro]{.ul}*phages.Figure 1Heterogeneous Macrolets Are Released from THP-1 Macrophages upon *E*. *coli* Endotoxin LPS Stimulation(A) Representative images of THP-1 cells treated with lipopolysaccharide (+LPS; 100 ng/mL) or without (-LPS) for 4 h and stained with DAPI (40×⋅magnification). Images illustrate numerous anuclear particles (DAPI negative; arrow) are found in the extracellular space surrounding THP-1 macrophages.(B) Representative image of macrolets (arrow) stained with Alexa Fluor 594-phalloidin (red) illustrating that macrolets have an actin cytoskeleton. Scale bar, 10 μm.(Ci--iii) Z stack confocal images show that macrolet (arrow) stained with phalloidin (red) and DAPI (blue) is a discoid structure with the thickness of 1--1.5 μm.(D) Representative images of DiO (green) staining, which predominantly localizes to the cell membrane of some macrophages (Mφ). The macrolet (arrow) has an intense and diffuse DiO labeling. Scale bar, 10 μm.(E) Representative image showing a macrolet (arrow) has positive Annexin V-FITC (green) staining, but the parent macrophage (Mφ) that produced this macrolet has negative Annexin V-FITC labeling; multiple images (\>20) were collected.Scale bar, 10 μm.(F) Data represent mean number of macrolets/field ±SE, quantified in four randomly selected images/treatment; ∗p \< 0.01.(G) Data represent mean percent of macrolets/macrophages ±SE, quantified in four randomly selected images/treatment; ∗p \< 0.01.

Video S1A. Macrolets are Released from THP-1 Macrophages upon LPS Stimulation, Related to Figure 1(A) and (B) Time-lapse images show that macrolets (highlighted with x1 in red) are budding off from LPS-stimulated parental THP-1 macrophages and released to the extracellular space.

Video S1B. Macrolets are Released from THP-1 Macrophages upon LPS Stimulation, Related to Figure 1(A) and (B) Time-lapse images show that macrolets (highlighted with x1 in red) are budding off from LPS-stimulated parental THP-1 macrophages and released to the extracellular space.

Staining with phalloidin ([Figure 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"}B) indicated that macrolets have an actin cytoskeleton providing structure both at the borders and in the interior. Under these conditions, macrolets were flattened, discoid structures ([Figure 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"}C and [Video S2](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}), with thickness of a few micrometers and diameters ranging from 10 to 30 μm. Internal cytoskeletal organization was variable: a large proportion of macrolets have a well-organized cytoskeletal structure at their boundaries with relatively sparse interior staining ([Figure S1](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}A), whereas some macrolets had an outer \"shell\" and an interior \"core\" with somewhat fragmented staining ([Figure S1](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}B). In addition, macrolets were bounded by intact membrane: as shown in [Figure 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"}D, the sides of the thin, discoid macrolet stain diffusely with the fluorescent, membrane-lipid reporter DiO'; DiOC~18~(3) (3, 3′-Dioctadecyloxacarbocyanine Perchlorate) ([@bib51]). Moreover, we found that macrolets are also rich in Annexin V ([Figure 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"}E and [Video S3](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}). Annexin V is a Ca2^+^-dependent phospholipid-binding protein with high affinity for phospholipid phosphatidylserine (PS). Consistent with studies characterizing other EV proteins, Annexin V has been utilized for identification and purification of exosomes and microvesicles ([@bib14], [@bib17], [@bib28], [@bib36], [@bib46]). Lastly, formation of macrolets was observed much less frequently in the absence of pre-treatment with LPS ([Figures 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"}F and 1G).

Video S2. Macrolets Are Discoid in Shape and Are Rich in F-Actin Microfilaments, Related to Figure 1Z stack confocal microscopic video shows that an anuclear (DAPI-) macrolet is a flat and discoid outsized vesicle rich in F-actin microfilaments (phalloidin; red).

Video S3. Macrolets Erupted from Their Parent Macrophages Are Rich in Annexin V, Related to Figure 1Z stack confocal microscopic video shows that an anuclear (NucBlue-) macrolet erupted and released from its parent macrophage (stained with phalloidin; red) is rich in Annexin V (green).

To confirm macrolets were not a product of cell death, we induced apoptosis in THP-1 cells with etoposide (50 μM) for 4 h ([@bib58]) and pyroptosis with a combination of LPS (100 ng/mL) and Nigericin (10 μM) ([@bib4], [@bib7], [@bib8]). As shown in [Figure S2](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}A, apoptosis was characterized by nuclear fragmentation and disruption of the cytoskeleton, which was distinct from anuclear macrolets with intact cytoskeletal structure. As shown in [Figure S2](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}B, pyroptosis was characterized by caspase-1 activation and associated with membrane and cytoskeletal disruption but no macrolets were detected as seen in cells treated with LPS alone ([Figure S2](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}C). In addition, we verified that the macrolets are produced by viable parent macrophages showing both Annexin V and PI negative staining ([Figure S2](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}D). These studies confirm that formation of the macrolets is an active process and not a by-product of two key pathways that lead to cell death.

Organelles and Membrane Markers of Macrolets {#sec2.2}
--------------------------------------------

Considering their large size and structure, we asked whether macrolets contain subcellular organelles such as endoplasmic reticulum (ER), lysosomes, and mitochondria. In immunofluorescence studies ([Figure 2](#fig2){ref-type="fig"}A), calnexin, a principal protein-folding chaperone in the ER, was localized proximal to the nucleus in LPS-stimulated THP-1 cells; however, macrolets stained diffusely for calnexin, in contrast to exosomes that do not contain calnexin ([@bib52]). Using immunofluorescent staining with the lysosomal markers Lamp-1 and the vital fluorescent reporter LysoTracker, we also detected lysosomes ([Figures 2](#fig2){ref-type="fig"}B and 2C). Presence of lysosomes was consistent with diffuse immunofluorescent staining for the vacuolar H^+^-ATPase ([Figure S3](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}), the principal proton transporter responsible for the acidification of the interior of lysosomes, autophagic vacuoles, and secretory compartments ([@bib45]). Lastly, using the vital fluorescent reporter MitoTracker Deep Red, we found macrolets also contained mitochondria ([Figure 2](#fig2){ref-type="fig"}D). These cytological surveys provide evidence that the macrolet contains organelles associated with signature macrophage functions such as protein secretion and degradation, as well as uptake and killing of bacteria.Figure 2Macrolets Are Composed of Mitochondria, Lysosomes, and ER Structures(A) Representative immunofluorescent images show that macrolet (arrow) stained with Alexa Fluor 594-phalloidin (red) is enriched in calnexin (green); \>10 images were collected. Scale bar, 10 μm. Note the expected perinuclear staining pattern of calnexin in the macrophage.(B) Representative image shows that macrolet (arrow) is positive for Lamp-1 protein (red); \>10 images were collected; scale bar, 10 μm. Note the expected punctate staining pattern of Lamp-1 in the macrophage.(C) Representative image shows that macrolet (arrow) accumulates LysoTracker Red (red); \>10 images were collected; scale bar, 10 μm.(D) Representative image shows that macrolet (arrow) stains positive for MitoTracker Deep Red; \>10 images were collected. Scale bar, 10 μm. Note the expected staining pattern of mitochondria in the macrophage.(E) Representative transmission electron microscopic (TEM) images show the ultrastructure of a macrophage, surrounded by a lipid bilayer membrane and containing a nucleus and numerous intracellular organelles. Scale bar, 1 or 2 μm.(F) Representative TEM images indicate that macrolets are composed of an interior \"core\" surrounded by a single membrane (dotted line) and an outer "shell". Scale bar, 1 or 2 μm.(G) Representative TEM images show that macrolets contain a variety of intracellular organelles including mitochondria (arrow), vesicles, and autophagic vacuoles. Scale bar, 1 μm.

To confirm these observations and further explore macrolet ultrastructure, transmission electron microscopy (TEM) was performed. Profoundly different from macrophages as shown in [Figures 2](#fig2){ref-type="fig"}E and 2F, macrolets were organized into "core" and "shell" domains. Unlike the lipid bilayer membrane of the macrophage, the core of the macrolet was delimited by a single membrane encompassing the entire macrolet ([Figure S4](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}A). Moreover, mitochondria, vesicular structures, and autophagic vacuoles were also observed ([Figure 2](#fig2){ref-type="fig"}G) confirming our observations using vital reporters and immunofluorescent imaging. At high-power magnification ([Figure S4](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}B), interesting differences in mitochondrial morphology were observed showing that mitochondria located in macrophages were elongated, whereas those located in macrolets were shorter and fragmented, potentially reflecting differences in their accessibility to LPS or differential influences of LPS on metabolism ([@bib26], [@bib27]).

To explore potentially common origins between macrolets and exosomes, we performed immunofluorescent imaging for tetraspanin proteins ([@bib28]). The tetraspanin CD63 localized predominantly at the cell membrane of the macrophage, and proximal to the outer border of the macrolet ([Figure 3](#fig3){ref-type="fig"}A). A similar staining pattern was observed for CD81 ([Figure 3](#fig3){ref-type="fig"}B); however, CD9 exhibited a relatively diffuse staining pattern within the macrolet ([Figure 3](#fig3){ref-type="fig"}C). To stratify macrolet populations based on expression levels of CD81 and CD63, we performed flow cytometry. Culture medium was collected from THP-1 macrophages after LPS stimulation and was centrifuged at 5,500 × *g* for 25 min to pellet the insoluble fraction. As shown in [Figure 3](#fig3){ref-type="fig"}D, we first eliminated cell debris and the nucleus-positive population with 7-aminoactinomycin D (7-AAD) labeling and found that 85.6% of macrolets express both CD81 and CD63, 13.2% of macrolets are CD81^+^CD63^-^, 0.6% of them only express CD63 protein, and the remaining 0.6% of macrolets express neither CD81 nor CD63.Figure 3Tetraspanins Such as CD9, CD63, and CD81 Are Highly Expressed in Macrolets(A) Representative immunofluorescent images of THP-1 macrophages treated with LPS (100 ng/mL) for 4 h showed that CD63 (green) was expressed on the cell membrane of THP-1 macrophages and the surface of macrolets (arrow); Alexa Fluor 594-phalloidin (F-actin; red); scale bar, 10 μm.(B) Representative immunofluorescent images of THP-1 macrophages treated with LPS for 4 h showed that CD81 (green) is predominantly expressed on the cell membrane of THP-1 macrophages and the surface of macrolets (arrow); Alexa Fluor 594-phalloidin (F-actin; red); scale bar, 10 μm.(C) Representative immunofluorescent images of THP-1 macrophages treated with LPS for 4 h showed that CD9 (green) is not expressed on the cell membrane of THP-1 macrophages or at the surface of macrolets (arrow); Alexa Fluor 594-phalloidin (F-actin; red); scale bar, 10 μm.(D) Culture medium was collected from LPS-stimulated THP-1 macrophages (LPS 100 ng/mL, 4 h), and the medium was centrifuged at 5,500 × *g* for 25 min to pellet the insoluble fraction prior to flow cytometry assays. To analyze macrolet population, the cell debris and clumped cells were eliminated with side and forward scatters (left panel), then 7-AAD staining was used to exclude dead cell bodies that contain either intact or damaged nucleus (middle panel), and the 7-AAD^-^ macrolet population was further separated with CD81-PE and CD63-FITC channels (right panel).

In addition, as shown in [Figure 3](#fig3){ref-type="fig"}D, we found only a very small number of macrolets in the media bathing LPS-stimulated macrophages, whereas great numbers were adherent to the culture plates. We made trials of several methods to detach macrolets from their culture dishes (trypsin EDTA, Accutase, and Accumax, which is the concentrated Accutase). Using these methods, we were only able to obtain fragments and not enough intact macrolets for separation by density gradients or by fluorescence-activated cell sorting.

Functional Capabilities of Macrolets: Production of Pro-inflammatory Cytokines and Responses to Live *E*. *coli* {#sec2.3}
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

As release of IL-6 and expression of the IL-6 receptor (IL-6R) are among the earliest and potentially actionable cytokine responses to trauma and infection ([@bib32], [@bib33], [@bib37], [@bib56]), we determined the relative expression of IL-6 and its receptor in an enriched population of macrolets. Immunofluorescent studies illustrated that both IL-6 ([Figure 4](#fig4){ref-type="fig"}A) and IL-6R ([Figure 4](#fig4){ref-type="fig"}B) were detected in macrolets sourced from LPS-stimulated THP-1 cells.Figure 4Macrolets Express both IL-6 and IL-6R and Are Able to Trap and Kill *E*. *coli* Bacteria(A) Representative immunofluorescent images show that macrolets express IL-6 (gray). Alexa Fluor 594-phalloidin (F-actin; red); scale bar, 10 μm.(B) Representative immunofluorescent images show that macrolets express IL-6R (green). Alexa Fluor 594-phalloidin (F-actin; red); scale bar, 10 μm.(C) Representative immunofluorescent images show that IL-6R (green) is profoundly co-localized with ADAM-17 (red) in macrolets. Ten macrolets were randomly picked for fluorescence intensity and co-localization analysis using Imaris 9.0 software showing Pearson\'s coefficient = 0.70 ± 0.09. Data were obtained and analyzed from three independent experiments.(D) Representative images show that *E*. *coli* bioparticles were captured by both CD81-GFP^+^ macrophages and macrolets (arrow); scale bar, 10 μm.(E) THP-1 macrophages were co-cultured with pH-sensitive *E*. *coli* (pHrodo) for 4 h. Confocal images were collected to assess the internalization of pHrodo *E*. *coli* in both macrophages and macrolets. Representative images show that pHrodo *E*. *coli* were taken up into acidic vacuoles in both macrophages and macrolets; scale bar, 10 μm.(F) THP-1 macrophages stimulated with LPS were co-cultured with live *E*. *coli* (strain HB101) for 4 h. The viability of *E*. *coli* bacteria was assessed using propidium iodide staining (P.I., red; dead bacteria) and compared with SYTO-9 staining (green, total bacteria); scale bar, 10 μm. About 89.7% of bacteria engulfed by macrophages (n = 20) were dead, and 69.3% of bacteria captured by macrolets (n = 20) were dead. Data were obtained and analyzed from three independent experiments.(G) THP-1 macrophages were stimulated with 100 ng/mL of LPS for 4 h, and the production of reactive oxygen species (ROS; red) and superoxide (green) was assessed using fluorescent staining. Representative images show that macrophages (left panel) and macrolets (right panel) were able to produce ROS and superoxide; scale bar, 10 μm.

The interaction of IL-6 with its receptor has two dimensions ([@bib16]): a classic signaling pathway, which refers to interactions with IL-6R (full-length) localized at the cell membrane, and the so-called trans-signaling pathway that refers to interactions with a soluble form of IL-6R and assembly of a soluble pro-inflammation complex with the ubiquitously expressed receptor subunit gp130. Formation of the soluble form results from cleavage of the full-length form, mediated by metalloproteinases such as ADAM-10 and ADAM-17 ([@bib15], [@bib40]). To demonstrate the capability of macrolets to generate the components of both pathways, we used immunofluorescent staining to show that ADAM-17 was highly expressed in macrolets sourced from LPS-stimulated THP-1 cells and localized in close proximity to IL-6R ([Figure 4](#fig4){ref-type="fig"}C). The Pearson\'s coefficient for the colocalization between ADAM-17 and IL-6R was 0.70 ± 0.09, suggesting these two proteins were predominantly located in the same compartments within the macrolets.

Based on their robust release and cytokine signals in response to soluble LPS, we hypothesized that macrolets would harbor mechanisms for trapping microbes such as *E*. *coli*, thereby amplifying the capabilities of the stimulated macrophage. To track the behavior of macrolets, we developed a stable THP-1 cell line expressing a green fluorescent protein-tagged CD81 (CD81-GFP). As shown in [Figure S5](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}, CD81-GFP expression localized to the cell surface in macrophages and proximal to the periphery in macrolets, with patterns similar to those observed for endogenous CD81. In addition, transduction of cells with the GFP-CD81 construct did not interfere with the discoid morphology of the macrolet as shown in [Video S4](#mmc6){ref-type="supplementary-material"}.

Video S4. The Discoid Morphology of the Macrolets Was Well-Maintained When THP-1 Cells Were Transduced with CD81-GFP Lentiviral Particles, Related to Figure 4Z stack confocal microscopic video shows that a CD81-GFP + macrolet was released and its discoid morphology is well maintained with expression of a CD81-GFP construct delivered by lentiviral particles.

Using GFP-CD81 constructs as tools for visualizing macrophages and macrolets, we were able to show that macrolets are able to capture *E*. *coli* particles (K-12 strain) conjugated with Texas Red ([Figure 4](#fig4){ref-type="fig"}D). In further studies, microbes were loaded with the pH-sensitive fluorescent reporter pHrodo Red *E*.*coli* bioparticles, which turn red when bacteria are internalized in acidic compartments such as phagolysosomes ([Figure 4](#fig4){ref-type="fig"}E). We found a similar degree of pHrodo Red *E*. *coli* bioparticles activated in macrophages (88.4%) and macrolets (83.3%), illustrating the biological activity of phagocytosis in macrolets. To test whether the bacteria trapped in macrolets were vulnerable to bactericidal activity, we co-cultured LPS-stimulated macrophages with live *E*. *coli* for 4 h and then measured bacterial viability in macrophages and macrolets using propidium iodide (P.I.) to stain for dead bacteria and SYTO-9 to stain for total bacteria. As shown in [Figure 4](#fig4){ref-type="fig"}F, we found that 89.7% of bacteria were killed after engulfment by macrophages, whereas 69.3% of *E*. *coli* captured by macrolets were not viable. Also, as shown in [Figure 4](#fig4){ref-type="fig"}G, similar to macrophages, macrolets were capable of generating both reactive oxygen species (ROS) and superoxide, which in conjunction with acidification, would be the likely mechanism of bacterial killing within a phagolysosome.

Macrolets Are Detected in Other Models of Monocyte/Macrophage Function {#sec2.4}
----------------------------------------------------------------------

In a final set of studies, we found that macrolets were also detected following LPS stimulation of RAW 264.7 cells ([Figure S6](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}A), a mouse monocyte/macrophage lineage, and human primary monocytes transformed to M1 macrophages by pre-treatment with human recombinant macrophage colony stimulating factor (M-CSF) for 4 days, and then treated with LPS and interferon γ (IFN-γ) for additional 48 h ([Figure S6](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}B). From these studies it seems reasonable to infer that biogenesis of macrolets following LPS stimulation is not species specific, nor is it a property only of transformed cells.

Discussion {#sec3}
==========

Our studies provide *in vitro* evidence of a population of outsized (10--30 μm) EVs, released in response to LPS, that share attributes of smaller exosome populations but that also have capabilities attributed to a macrophage. To our knowledge, this is the first report providing details of their morphology, structure, composition, and potential range of functions. Our studies identify macrolet populations as distinct from exosomes and other EVs by size and the presence of organelles such as ER, mitochondria, and phagolysosomes. Also excluded by our studies is the possibility that they represent by-products of dying cells ([@bib4], [@bib7]). Lastly, their morphology, delimitation by a lipid membrane, the lack of association with dying cells, and presence of organelles distinguish macrolets from extracellular traps despite the shared characteristic of microbe trapping ([@bib6], [@bib11], [@bib44]).

The production of such \"macrolets\" by cells of the innate immune system has been suggested recently, through methods of separation and proteomic analysis ([@bib28]). Our studies demonstrate that macrolets are capable of producing pro-inflammatory cytokines such as IL-6 and IL-6R that have also been linked to the initial responses to infection, trauma, and shock ([@bib15], [@bib37], [@bib40], [@bib56]). Strikingly, macrolets also express critical metalloproteins such as ADAM-17, which is critical in the processing of the IL-6R and other extracellular signals that constitute the \"sheddome\" ([@bib20]). In addition, we find that macrolets are capable of trapping and killing bacteria, in association with well-recognized bactericidal mechanisms such as phagosomal acidification and production of ROS. Underpinning their functional capabilities, macrolets contain organelles such as ER, mitochondria, phagosomes, and lysosomes, which suggests the potential for flexibility and a kind of sustainability in response to injury or infection. These general considerations suggest that macrolets may serve as extenders and amplifiers of macrophage functions---such as production of cytokines or phagocytosis of foreign material---in injured tissue or spaces such as peritoneum or pleura in response to infection or irritation. In addition, it offers the possibility that larger EV populations such as macrolets might serve as important modifiers and therapeutic targets for disease states driven by failed resolution of innate immunity ([@bib41], [@bib42], [@bib43]).

These observations raise three additional issues for discussion. First, we have found that macrolets, although present in small numbers under baseline conditions, are released in substantial numbers following stimulation with LPS. Among macrophages, the principal mechanism for recognizing and responding to LPS is the Toll-like receptor 4 (TLR4) pathway, which plays a pivotal role in the sensing and processing danger and harmful signals known as pathogen-associated molecular patterns (PAMPs) ([@bib24], [@bib30], [@bib31]). Based on these considerations, it is likely that the biogenesis of macrolets is mediated by the TLR4 pathway, and the underlying mechanism needs to be further elucidated. Also, it would be of great interest to know whether macrolets can be released in response to other PAMPs or danger signals and whether macrolets formed under different stimuli carry different sets of bioactive molecules (e.g., miRNA, cytokines, and chemokines) to communicate different messages to target tissues and cells.

A second issue is the role of tetraspanins in facilitating macrolet function. Tetraspanins play potentially critical roles in the adhesion of a wide variety of bacterial species to host cells ([@bib19], [@bib21]). Both anti-CD63 monoclonal antibody and knockdown of CD63 in human monocyte-derived macrophages (MDM) greatly inhibited the binding capacity between *Salmonella typhimurium* and MDM ([@bib21]). We found that tetraspanin proteins CD63, CD81, and CD9 were enriched in macrolets, suggesting that they may serve similar roles as adhesion molecules to capture pathogenic microbes. More broadly, tetraspanins have been implicated in biogenesis of exosomes, assembly of compartments, and selection of proteins such as ADAM-17 for recruitment and stabilization at the membrane ([@bib2], [@bib20], [@bib35], [@bib48]). Our observations indicate that therapeutic targeting of exosomes through their expression of tetraspanins ([@bib38], [@bib39], [@bib55]) may need to take into account their enrichment in larger EV populations ([@bib28]) and the potential for unintended/off-target effects.

A third issue is the mechanism by which, following release, a macrolet may be transported to its site of activity as an extender/amplifier of the functions of the source macrophage. Although we have no direct evidence for motility of macrolets too far beyond the source macrophage, it is intriguing that they have a discoid morphology. By analogy with the erythrocyte, it is tempting to speculate that such a morphology implies a high surface to volume ratio ([@bib10]), which may, in turn, facilitate large reversible elastic formation as the macrolet engages with its microenvironment. Our studies provide evidence that shape is maintained by an actin cytoskeleton, suggesting that this discoid shape may not be a response only to the two-dimensional platform of a microscope slide. Further studies would be needed to explore whether shape and biomechanical characteristics are observed in three-dimensional organ culture models and how they influence function.

Limitations of the Study {#sec3.1}
------------------------

A principal limitation of this study is that most of our observations have been made in an *in vitro* system, using THP-1 macrophage-like cells exposed to a danger signal such as purified LPS. Extending these observations to more complex conditions of cell co-culture and *in vivo* models of infection and sepsis will provide more detailed information about the conditions leading to formation and release, longevity, and biological importance of this new class of EVs. At the cellular level, it will be of great interest to determine their mechanisms of biogenesis and release.

Methods {#sec4}
=======

All methods can be found in the accompanying [Transparent Methods supplemental file](#mmc1){ref-type="supplementary-material"}.
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Document S1. Transparent Methods and Figures S1--S6
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